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Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments, see pages 2-5 of the remarks, filed July 21, 2008, with respect to 
the rejections of claims 1-3, 5-10, 8, 12-17, 19-21, and 25-27 under 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103 have 
been fully considered and are found to be persuasive. Therefore, the rejections have been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view 
of Stubler, et al. (6,804,684) which will be discussed in the rejection below. 

Examiner's Note 

2. Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers or figures in the references as 
applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations 
are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the 
individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from 
the applicant, in preparing the responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by 
the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the Knglish language. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5, 8-10, 12, 15-17, 19, and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Stubler, et al. (6,804,684). 
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With regard to claim 1, Stubler discloses a similarity judgment method forjudging a 
similarity value between images related to or attached with characteristic information, i.e., color, 
texture, event: date, time, position, etc, representing a characteristic of each of objects therein 
(See for example, Figs. 2-5)9, the similarity judgment method comprising the steps of: 
calculating a similarity value between the objects, i.e., metadata, included in the images, based 
on the characteristic information; calculating the similarity value between the images, based on 
the similarity value between the objects (See for example, col. 6, line 7 - col. 7, line 30). 
Although Stubler, et al. does not specifically says calculating the similarity value between the 
images based on the similarity value between the objects, it would have been obvious to an 
ordinary artisan since the claim does not preclude intermediate processing, i.e., grouping and/or 
clustering, that grouping/clustering the acquired images by using metadata similarity, and 
evaluating the presence of any similarities between the clusters and groups and the images within 
the database or between the labeled regions of the clusters and groups and labeled regions of 
images within the database on the basis of either one of the following similarity calculation event 
similarity, global similarity or region similarity does indeed requires the calculation of similarity 
value between the images. Thus, each of the requirements of claim 1 is met. 

With regard to claim 2, the similarity judgment method according to Claim 1, wherein the 
characteristic information is included in metadata of image data representing the images (See for 
example, col. 6, lines 31-36). 

With regard to claim 3, the similarity judgment method according to Claim 1, wherein 
the characteristic information refers to at least one of items comprising a candidate of a name, 
i.e., caption or label, of each of the objects, a reliability value representing likelihood of each of 
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the objects having the name, position information representing a position of each of the objects 
in a corresponding one of the images, size information representing a size of each of the objects, 
and a statistic value regarding characteristic quantities of each of the objects (See for example, 
col. 8, line 18 -col. 9, line 40). 

With regard to claim 5, the similarity judgment method according to Claim 1, further 
comprising the step of storing the images by classifying the images according to the similarity 
value between the images (See for example, item 140, in Fig. 2). 

Claim 8 is rejected the same as claim 1 except claim 8 is directed to an apparatus claim. 
Thus, argument analogous to that presented above for claim 1 is applicable to claim 8. 
Additionally, applicant's attention is further invited to the structure shown in Figure 1. 

Claims 9, 10, and 12 are rejected the same as claims 2, 3, and 5 respectively, except 
claims 9, 10, and 12 are directed to apparatus claims. Thus, arguments analogous to those 
presented above for claims 2, 3, and 5 are respectively applicable to claims 9, 10, and 12. 

Claim 15 is rejected the same as claim 8. Thus, argument similar to that presented above 
for claim 8 is applicable to claim 15. As to a computer-readable medium including a program 
(See for example, item 20, in Fig. 1; and col. 4, lines 53-63). 

Claims 16, 17, and 19 are rejected the same as claims 9, 10, and 12 respectively. Thus, 
arguments analogous to those presented above for claims 9, 10, and 12 are respectively 
applicable to claims 16, 17, and 19. 
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With regard to claim 25, the method of Claim 1 , wherein the calculation of similarity 
value between images is for plural images stored in a database, and wherein at least two of the 
stored plural images, i.e., group of images, are compared against each other (See for example, 
item 130, in Fig. 2). 

With regard to claim 26, the method of claim 1, the calculation of similarity value 
between the objects is between objects appearing in plural images, said plural images being 
stored in a database (See for example, item 160, in Fig. 2). 

With regard to claim 27, the method of claim 26, wherein calculation of similarity values 
between objects includes similarity value calculations for multiple objects occurring in each of 
the plural images, and the similarity value between images is calculated between the plural 
images (See for example, Figs. 2-5, and the associated text). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 4, 6-7, 11, 13-14, 18, and 20-24, objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. US Patent Application Publication no. 2002/01681 17. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL G. MARIAM whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7394. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:00-4:30). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, BRIAN P. WERNER can be reached on 571-272-7401 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/DANIEL G MARIAM/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2624 



